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- -ouiteration be, pie. akitte a8, Alleged in’ the Iibel for-thp reaton  that it
éc'msi'sged in pai}t} oﬁg' lthy, ggg‘msed, ‘and éltlltni’d; vegstable ‘Stbstailee,

.. On :December, .5,:1927, Garibaldi, & Cuneo, Chicago, IlL, claimants, baving
admitted the allegations of the libel.and haying consented fo'the entry of ‘a
decree, judgment; of. condemiation and forfeituré was entered, and it was
ordered. by the. court that the pradjict.be reléased to the said claimant upon,

Dayaent; of, the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a borid fp the sum
o7 $1,000, conditined.in part that thé nuts be Sorted; the bad poftion’ destroyed,:
aiid the good partion released. . 0 T oL
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‘15457, Adulteration of figs. .U, S. v. 33 Boixes,,offv_l.i‘»igs-,. Detault decree of
CETTL T dondémnation, forfelture, and destruction. ~ (F. & D, No. 22100. * 1,8,
- iNo- 17276-%. 8. No. 1460 & - T » SR

On orabout October 19, 1927, the United States attorney for -the Eastern
District' of Washington, acting upon ‘a report by thé Secretary of Agriculture,”
filed in the District Court of the United States for said district ‘a libel praying-
seizure and ‘condemnation of 33 boxes of figs, reinaining in the original unbrokén -

packages at Yakima, 'Wash., consigned by the Stinland Sales Cooperative Associ”
Fresno, Calif,, alleging that the article had beén - shipped from Fresno, Calif;,
on or about Séptember 15, 1927, and transported frowm: the' State of ‘California
info the State of Washington, and charging adulteration in violation of the
food and drugs act. The article was labeled in-part: “ Blue RibbonBrand
Choice Mission Figs: Produced and Pac¢ked by California Peach & Fig Growers,
Fresno, California.” B : ‘

*It ‘was, alleged in the libel that:the article was' adulterated; in-that it éon-’
sisted in whole or'in part of & filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable substance.
.On December 3, 1927, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the Uniteéd States marshal. f

W. M. JARDINE. Secretary of Agriculture.. -

15458. Adulteration and misbranding of scallops. U. S. v. George H. Tur-
Hher and Willlam Spencer Sinith (Turner, Smith & Co.).  Pleas of
_ ‘guilty. Fine, 825, (F.: & D. No. 21602, 1. 8. Nos. 7744-x, 16451-x.) =
On October 25, 1927, the United States-attorney for the Bastern District of
'Virginia, acting upon a report by the Secretary -of Agriculture, filed in the
District OCourt of the United States for said district an information against
George H. Turner and William Spencer Smith,  copartners, trading as Turner,
Smith & Co., Wschapreague, Va. alleging shipment by said - defendants, - in
part on or about January 26, 1927, and in part on or about February 22, 1927,
from the State of Virginia into the State of Massachusetts, of quantities of.
scallops which were adulterated, and a portion of which were also misbranded.
The article was contained in cans shipped in barrels, labeled in part: (Tag)
“myrper, Smith-& Co. * * * Wachapreague, Virginia * * * Packed
& pounds to Can, 20 Gal. Scallops.” _ : T
‘If ‘was alléged in the information that the article was adulterated, in that -
a substance, to wit, water, had been mixed and packed therewith so as to lower,
reduce, -and injuriously affect its quality and had been substituted in part for
scallops, which the said article purported to be., Adulteration was alleged for
the further -reason that a valuable constituent of the article, to wit, scallop
solids, had been in part abstracted. '

" Misbranding was alleged with respect to the portion of the product shipped

January 26, 1927, for the reason that the statement “8 Pounds to Can,” borne
on the tags attached to the barrels containing the said cans, was false and.
misleading in that the said statement represented.that each of the cans con-
"tained 8 pounds of scallops, and for the further reason that the. article was
labeled am. aforesaid so as to, decelye. and mislead the purchaser into the belief
that each of said -cans contained: 8 pounds, of .scallops, whereas the. cans con-
taining the said portion: of the product contained less than 8.pounds. of scallops.:
Misbranding was alleged with respect to. the said portion of the product for the
further reason that the article was, food in package form and the guantity'of
thekcox;tents__ was not, plajnly and conspictiously -marked on-the outside of the
pac age. T T ¥ LRV I DU PR L R I Teve . S

.On Noyember'16, 1927, the defendants, entered pleas of gullty: to-the informa-
tion and the.court imposed:a fineof $26. - - T . o o P

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agricullure.



